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Abstract 
The aim of this paper is to quantify the levels of DDT and its main metabolites (DDE, DDD) and also of the HCH congeners in 
biological samples collected from birds living in the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park, Romania. In order to limit the stress on 
the bird species, a non-invasive approach was performed using chorioallantoic membrane of the eggs and feathers as 
representative samples. DDTs are the main organohalogen compounds in both categories of samples. Differences appear between 
species and categories of samples; for Anas sp., the concentration is up to 10 times higher in eggshells than feathers. 
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1. Introduction 
Since 1967 when Ratcliffe [1] proved that the disappearance of peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus) in Britain 
was due to the accumulation of 4,4’- dichlordiphenyltrichlorethylene (DDE), there has been an increasing concern 
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regarding the routes of exposure toward such organochlorine pesticides (OCP) as well as their behaviour in living 
organisms [2, 3, 4]. Studies of accumulation of various pollutants in birds are very informative about the ecosystem 
health state as a consequence of their high position in the food chain, long life and high mobility [5, 6, 7, 8]. 
However, such studies often require invasive methods in order to collect representative samples such as tissues or 
organs [9, 10]. When it comes to the protected species, such methods are not allowed and, thus, a series of non-
invasive methods of sampling were developed, based on analysis of various chemicals in eggs [11] or feathers [12] 
that can be a direct indicator of the chemical bioaccumulation. These methods are very helpful to avoid a 
supplementary stress brought onto the population, in addition to the already existing factors that may drastically 
reduce chances of perpetuation, such as natural disturbances, land-use change, climate change, invasive alien 
species, overexploitation, pollution, indirect drivers of change or synergistic effect of various drivers [13]. 
DDE determination in the chorioallantoic membranes using the eggshells available during the hatchling period is 
a direct indicator of the pollutant level in the egg, through a calculated correlation index [14]. External 
contamination with organic pollutants via air is probably due to feathers preening with oil from the uropygial gland 
[15] and has less contribution to the concentration of organic pollutants measured in bird feathers [16]. 
Despite their use being banned in Romania for the last 30 years, organochlorine pesticides are still present in the 
ecosystems at levels that might represent a threat to biodiversity. In this context, although Romania has a long 
history of organochlorine pesticides production, there are only a few studies concerning the bioaccumulation of the 
halogenated compounds in living organisms, in general [17, 18, 19], and in birds, in particular [20, 21]. 
Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park is a newly established protected area overlapping the Romanian side of the 
Prut River lower sector (Fig. 1). Because it includes habitats and species of a communitarian interest, a surface of 
82.47 km2 has been declared as Natura 2000 Special Protection Area (SPA) [22]. Similar with other Romanian 
protected areas, the park faces low funding of conservation activities and weakly trained personnel, which often 
leads to an inefficient conservation of the wildlife resources [23]. 
This paper describes quantification of some organochlorine pesticides in biological samples (eggshells and 
feathers) collected through a non-invasive method from birds living within the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park 
in Romania. Thus, the study focused on the following chemicals: 4,4’– dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT) and 
its main metabolites: 4,4’- dichlordiphenyltrichlorethylene (DDE), 4,4’-dichlorodiphenyldichloroethane (DDD) 
(their sum is expressed as ΣDDT), and fours isomers of hexachlorocyclohexane (HCH) – alpha, beta, gamma and 
delta (their sum is expressed as ΣHCH). 
2. Experimental 
2.1. Reagents and instruments 
All reagents (petroleum ether, hexane, ethyl ether) were of chromatographic purity (Sigma-Aldrich). Analytical 
standards of pesticides (DDT PESTANAL, DDD PESTANAL and DDE PESTANAL and HCH PESTANAL) were 
purchased from Sigma-Aldrich. Anhydrous sodium sulphate used in the experiments was of analytical reagent grade 
(Sigma-Aldrich). 
A Shimadzu 2010 gas-chromatograph equipped with AOC-20 Series autosampler, with an electron capture 
detector and splitless injector was used. A Rtx-CL Pesticides column (Lenght: 30 m; diameter: 0.25 mm) was used. 
The carrier gas was He 6.0. The volume of injection varied between 5-10 PL. The operational parameters: a) 
Temperature: Column: 120 oC, Detector: 310 oC, Injector: 250 oC; b) pressure: column 0.8 kPa; detector1.5 kPa; c) 
Starting temperature: 30 oC, temperature gradient: 9.5 oC/min, 5 minutes stationary temperature. 
2.2. Procedures 
Samples collection. 17 eggshells containing chorioallantoic membrane (CAM) from 6 bird species – European 
starling (Sturnus vulgaris), mallard duck (Anas platyrhynchos), coot (Fulica atra), collared-dove (Streptopelia 
decaocto), herring gull (Larus argentatus) and European roller (Coracias garrulus) were collected during the 
hatchling season of 2008. 23 feathers (FEA) from 12 species - greylag goose (Anser anser), bean goose (Anser 
fabalis), mallard duck (Anas platyrhynchos), garganey (Anas querquedula),white stork (Ciconia ciconia), black-
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headed gull (Larus ridibundus), herring gull (Larus argentatus), ring-necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus), 
common wood pigeon (Columba palumbus), common tern (Sterna hirundo), mute swan (Cygnus olor) and ruff 
(Philomachus pugnax) were collected between 2008 and 2009. 
Species were chosen depending on samples availability, dietary habits and their suitability for biomonitoring 
programs. The European starling is frequently used in biomonitoring surveys due to species etology: populations are 
easily established as they nest in any conditions, eggs are easy to collect, its diet consists mainly soil invertebrates, 
which is an important source of organochlorine pesticides [24, 25]. Coots and gulls are offering information on 
broader areas in aquatic habitats [9], while the white stork is a top predator whose feeding habits depend on the 
foraging area and thus is highly exposed to pollutants accumulation [26]. 
The samples (see Table 1, where n - number of samples; LOQ - limit of quantification, SD - standard deviation) 
were collected from eight locations within the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park – Maicașu (MAI), Vlăşcuţa Lake 
(VLAS), Maţa-Rădeanu Ponds Complex (MRAD), Pochina Lake (POC), Valeni (VAL), Cotul Chiului (COC), 
Şovârca (SOV), Vlădeşti Lake (VLAD) (Fig. 1). 
The eggshells were collected from the bird nests and close vicinity and stored in sterile bags Whirl Pak (NASCO, 
Fort Wilkinson, WI). The feathers were collected from the bird nests areas and also from feeding areas and sealed in 
paper envelopes, with the exception of those coming from Phasianus colchicus that were collected from two freshly 
hunted individuals. All samples were frozen after collection, prior to analysis. 
 Samples processing. For the feathers samples, only the quill was analysed, as this is the feather part in direct 
contact with the blood flow, while the vane is more exposed to external contamination and thus correlation with 
internal organs and blood is weaker [27]. For each analysis – chorioallantoid membrane and feather – a quantity of 
0.5 – 2.0 g was well grinded in a pestle and introduced in a closed vial. 10 mL of petroleum ether (boiling point 40-
60 0C) were added and the vial was stirred for 15 – 20 minutes and then left to rest overnight. The sample was 
separated by decantation, filtered on anhydrous sodium sulfate and the filtrate was collected in another vial. The 
extraction procedure was repeated three times, the filtrates being collected in the same vial. The filtrate volume was 
measured and further cleaned on fluorisyl column (80-100 mesh), as it follows: the column was washed with 50 mL  
Fig. 1. Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park location. 
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Table 1. OCP concentration (ng/g wet weight) in chorioallantoic membranes and feathers of birds. 
Species Sample 
type 
Feeding 
behaviour 
DDE 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
DDD 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
DDT 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
Alpha HCH 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
Beta HCH 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
Gamma HCH 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
Delta HCH 
mean±SD 
(min - max) 
Sturnus 
vulgaris  
CAM 
(n=4) 
Omnivore 181.09±166.56 
(41.33 – 
412.36) 
43.29±35.73 
(21.18 – 
96.69) 
76.35±60.86 
(39.87 – 
167.35) 
1.19±0.66 
(0.76 – 
2.16) 
4.65±4.58 
(1.27 – 
11.06) 
27.43±33.26 
(6.94 – 77.04) 
3.67±3.33 
(0.17 – 
7.99) 
Anas 
platyrhynchos  
CAM 
(n=4) 
Herbivore 124.51±133.75 
(18.41 – 
315.48) 
39.86±22.70 
(19.69 – 
69.26) 
87.62±46.43 
(41.07 – 
151.80) 
3.89±3.53 
(1.40 – 
9.00) 
8.60±11.33 
(0.39 – 
25.36) 
26.95±20.45 
(8.70 – 55.48) 
3.32±1.17 
(2.53 – 
5.05) 
Fulica atra CAM 
(n=3) 
Herbivore 
 
22.41±25.86 
(6.36 – 52.24) 
14.34±17.74 
(3.11 – 
34.79) 
38.14±47.26 
(10.45 – 
92.70) 
0.97±1.56 
(0.06 – 
2.78) 
1.78±3.04 
(0.02 – 
5.29) 
10.69±13.84 
(2.35 – 26.67) 
1.64±2.84 
(<LOQ – 
4.92) 
Streptopelia 
decaocto  
CAM 
(n=1) 
Granivore 81.97 35.71 64.88 2.39 6.11 13.8 6.9 
Larus 
argentatus  
CAM 
(n=2) 
Omnivore 7.94±2.29 
(6.32 – 9.56) 
4.73±0.74 
(4.21 – 
5.26) 
13.81±1.85 
(12.50 – 
15.12) 
0.04±0.02 
(0.03 – 
0.05) 
0.04±0.02 
(0.02 – 
0.05) 
3.54±1.45 
(2.52 – 4.56) 
<LOQ 
(LOQ – 
0.01) 
Coracias 
garrulus  
CAM 
(n=3) 
Insectivore 7.90±1.92 
(6.25 – 10.00) 
3.88±0.55 
(3.25 – 
4.23) 
11.18±1.04 
(10.22 – 
12.28) 
0.07±0.01 
(0.06 – 
0.09) 
0.05±0.03 
(0.02 – 
0.08) 
4.25±1.11 
(3.10 – 5.32) 
<LOQ 
(<LOQ – 
0.01) 
Anser fabalis FEA 
(n=1) 
Herbivore 12.2 2.1 21.0 0.6 0.9 5.3 0.2 
Anser anser FEA 
(n=1) 
Herbivore 9.8 6.2 11.5 0.1 0.1 8.3 <LOQ 
Anas 
platyrhynchos 
FEA 
(n=7) 
Herbivore 11.31±2.58 
(7.24 – 15.06) 
6.61±2.01 
(4.22 – 
9.35) 
16.60±4.50 
(10.33 – 
25.03) 
0.54±0.40 
(0.12 – 
1.09) 
0.41±0.57 
(0.02 – 
1.26) 
6.51±2.48 
(3.15 – 10.31) 
0.17±0.16 
(0.02 – 
0.43) 
Anas 
querquedula 
FEA 
(n=1) 
Herbivore 12.8 5.1 12.2 0.2 0.1 5.3 0.2 
Ciconia 
ciconia 
FEA 
(n=2) 
Omnivore 10.64±3.54 
(8.14 – 13.15) 
6.33±2.60 
(4.49 – 
8.17) 
20.73±2.30 
(19.10 – 
22.35) 
1.73±1.35 
(0.78 – 
2.68) 
0.16±0.01 
(0.15 – 
0.17) 
4.89±2.05 
(3.44 – 6.34) 
0.33±0.27 
(0.14 – 
0.52) 
Larus 
ridibundus 
FEA 
(n=3) 
Omnivore 9.72±4.01 
(6.45 – 14.19) 
5.56±3.24 
(3.21 – 
9.25) 
12.99±0.76 
(12.32 – 
13.82) 
0.97±0.16 
(0.80 – 
1.12) 
0.09±0.09 
(0.03 – 
0.20) 
6.25±1.09 
(5.13 – 7.32) 
0.13±0.10 
(0.06 – 
0.25) 
Larus 
argentatus 
FEA 
(n=2) 
Omnivore 12.89±2.17 
(11.35 – 14.42) 
6.10±4.91 
(2.63 – 
9.58) 
18.69±0.90 
(18.05 – 
19.33) 
0.61±0.38 
(0.34 – 
0.88) 
0.07±0.07 
(0.03 – 
0.12) 
4.98±2.36 
(3.32 – 6.65) 
0.19±0.19 
(0.06 – 
0.32) 
Phasianus 
colchicus 
FEA 
(n=2) 
Granivore 12.54±1.55 
(11.44 – 13.63) 
6.00±0.63 
(5.55 – 
6.45) 
17.67±1.82 
(16.35 – 
18.92) 
0.43±0.29 
(0.22 – 
0.63) 
0.07±0.01 
(0.06 – 
0.08) 
6.54±1.29 
(5.63 – 7.45) 
0.42±0.51 
(0.07 – 
0.78) 
Columba 
palumbus 
FEA 
(n=1) 
Granivore 12.6 4.3 12. 6 0.1 0.1 5.6 0.1 
Sterna 
hirundo 
FEA 
(n=1) 
Piscivore 10.0 4.1 18.1 0.3 0.1 3.3 <LOQ 
Cygnus olor FEA 
(n=1) 
Herbivore 10.3 5.3 12.6 0.2 0.1 5.3 0.1 
Philomachus 
pugnax 
FEA 
(n=1) 
Aquatic 
invertebrates 
14.5 3.6 11.7 0.6 <LOQ 8.3 0.4 
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hexane (4 mL/min), then the sample was loaded onto the column with a flow rate of 3 mL/min. The column was 
eluted with 50 mL hexane and the first fraction was collected (non-polar compounds). Then, another 75 mL hexane 
containing 5% diethyl ether were passed, and the second fraction was collected (organochlorine pesticides). The 
column was finally washed with another 75 mL hexane with 50% diethyl ether content in order to remove any 
remained polar compound. The eluted fractions were evaporated to residue, dissolved in 1 mL hexane and a volume 
of 5 – 10 PL was injected to the chromatographic column. The pesticide standard was also injected into the column. 
3. Results and discussions 
3.1. Concentrations profile of OCP in biota samples 
Table 1 shows that the DDT congeners are the prevalent contributors to the total organochlorine content in both 
categories of the analysed samples (CAMs and feathers). The concentration ratio of DDT and its metabolites 
provides information about the time line when the parent compound (DDT) has entered the system [28]. 
The OCP concentration levels in bird eggs and tissues differ among the species [21, 29, 30, 31] due to different 
feeding behaviour, capacity to metabolise primary pollutants (in our case DDT) or food availability [32]. DDT half-
live is estimated to be approximately 20 years in the moderate climate of Romania [33], which means that a ratio 
higher than 1 would suggest that the birds have been recently exposed to DDT. For the CAM samples, the ratio is 
lower or close to 1. Moreover, for starling, the metabolisation process is advanced, concentration of metabolites 
being much higher than of the original compound. 
The situation is similar for the feathers samples, only 1/3 of the samples slightly exceeding 1, but with the highest 
value of 1.51. Notably, all the three DDT congeners were identified in all samples indicating that both metabolic 
mechanisms (aerobic and anaerobic) are present [4]. 
From the HCH isomers, gamma-HCH was the main congener in all samples, which indicates that lindane has 
been used for pest control purposes (containing about 96% gamma-HCH), instead of technical HCH, which contains 
a maximum of 10-12% of the gamma isomer. The presence of alpha-, beta- and delta- congeners of HCH in feathers 
is accidental and at very low concentration levels. The percentage of the gamma-HCH from the ΣHCH in feathers is 
higher than 75% in nearly all samples and over 90% in one third of them. 
The concentration of all the analysed pesticides in both categories of samples is lower than the guidelines 
reported to determine eggshell thinning and reference values in feather that would lead to bird mortality [34]. 
3.2. Concentration of OCP in the chorioallantoic membranes of bird eggs 
The highest mean concentrations for DDE and DDD were found in samples collected from Sturnus vulgaris (Fig. 
2); in addition, the highest concentrations for all the three DDT congeners was also found for an individual of 
Sturnus vulgaris (Table 1).  
Its feeding typology (omnivore species) suggests that the main source of contamination is the forest and 
agricultural ecosystems near the river rather than the aquatic ecosystem. For such species, there are significant 
differences between samples from the same region, situation recorded by Reynolds et al. [35] in Alabama and 
Colorado, where large variability appeared even between eggs from the same clutch. The same study recorded much 
higher values of DDE in eggshells of Sturnus vulgaris, a mean concentration of 700±60 ng/g and a maximum of 
4360 ng/g. Eens et al. (2013) reports DDE as dominating the OCPs profiles in European starling (percentages 
varying from 60  to 99% of total sum of OCPs), which is also the case in our results. 
Important concentrations of DDTs (with the highest mean concentration for DDT, 87.6 ng/g, and particular 
concentrations between 41.1 ng/g and 151.8 ng/g) (Table 1) were determined in eggshells of Anas sp. (mainly Anas 
platyynchos) but these values are however lower than those obtained by Aurigi et al. [20] in the Danube Delta 
(Eastern Romania, where Danube River meets the Black Sea). Similarly, the results obtained for individuals Fulica 
atra from the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park (60.5 ng/g DDT + DDE) are much lower than those reported in 
the same study (average values of 1264.11 ng/g of DDT + DDE in the Danube Delta), suggesting that the human 
impact on the birds living in the Danube Delta is much greater than the one in the Prut River region. On the other 
hand, 
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Fig. 2. DDTs concentration in the chorioallantoic membranes depending on the species. 
considering the time passed between the two studies the OCP values have had lowered due to degradation by aquatic 
microorganisms or accumulation in living organisms. A similar decline from one decade to another was revealed in 
the USA [36] between the 1970’s, 1988 and 1994 (use of DDT was banned in the USA in 1972, earlier than in 
Romania - 1985). 
All CAM samples contained detectable concentrations of DDD, although at lower levels than DDT and DDE. 
The mean concentrations for DDD ranged between 3.9 ng/g in Coracias garrulus and 43.3 ng/g in Sturnus vulgaris. 
As previously mentioned in section 3.1., alpha-, beta- and delta- congeners of HCH appear accidentally for all 
species under study (Fig. 3). 
Fig. 3. HCH concentration in the chorioallantoic membranes depending on the species. 
The mean concentrations of gama-HCH ranged between 3.5 ng/g in Larus argentatus and 27.4 ng/g in Sturnus 
vulgaris, whilst the highest average value of ΣHCH was 42.8 ng/g in Anas sp. A relatively high concentration (13.8 
ng/g) was found for Streptopelia decaocto, which is a granivore species. This could be explained by the fact that 
seeds were often treated with lindane prior to their storage as a fungi control measure [37]. 
55 Marius Lucian Matache et al. /  Procedia Environmental Sciences  32 ( 2016 )  49 – 58 
3.3. Concentration of OCP in bird feathers 
While in CAM samples DDE is the main pollutant, the situation is opposite in feathers. Thus, DDT is dominant 
in all the species, with two exceptions, probably due to a preferential excretion compared to its DDE metabolite. The 
exception was Philomacus pugnax, were DDE had shown the highest concentration of all three DDT congeners 
(14.6 ng/g of DDE) and Columba palumbus, where DDT and DDE average concentrations are equal to 12.6 ng/g 
(Fig. 4). 
Fig. 4. DDTs concentration in feathers depending on the species. 
The average concentration for DDT was highest in Ciconia ciconia, 20.7 ng/g, whilst the lowest was found for 
Philomachus pugnax. Concentration of DDTs are similar with those reported by de la Casa-Resino et al. [38] in 
blood samples of white storks from Spanish colonies. 
DDD is also present in all feathers samples, but the average concentrations range is much narrower than for the 
CAM samples: 3.7 ng/g for Philomacus pugnax and 6.4 ng/g in Anas sp. Since the same species exhibits the highest 
DDE and lowest DDD concentrations, it is possible that one metabolite concentration increases on the other 
metabolite expense. 
All DDTs concentration levels are lower than in CAM samples, the particular values ranging between: 6.5 (Larus 
ridibundus) and 15.1 ng/g (Anas platyrhynchos) for DDE, 2.1 (Anser fabalis) and 9.6 ng/g (Larus argentatus) for 
DDD, whilst both lowest and highest particular concentrations for DDT are in feathers of Anas platyrhynchos: 10.3 
ng/g and 25.0 ng/g respectively (Anas platyrhynchos). 
For the HCH congeners, the values are similar with those found for the CAM samples. However, gamma-HCH 
seems to be present at elevated levels of concentration (Fig. 5). For the other congeners, with one exception (for 
Ciconia ciconia), all values were lower than 1.0 ng/g. The lower concentrations of OCP found in feathers of Larus 
argentatus are similar to those of Jaspers et al. [16] where ΣDDT and ΣHCH concentrations were found to be 12 
ng/g and 1.1 ng/g, respectively. 
Concentration of the ΣDDT analysed in birds from the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park range between 20.8 
ng/g and 492.0 ng/g in CAM, respectively 26.5 ng/g and 43.6 ng/g in feathers. Similarly, concentration of ΣHCH 
determined in birds from the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park are distributed between 2.4 ng/g and 98.3 ng/g in 
CAM, respectively 3.4 ng/g and 11.3 ng/g in feathers. 
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Fig. 5. HCH isomers concentration in feathers depending on the species. 
3.4. Comparison between levels of OCP in the choriollantoic membranes and feathers 
It can be observed (Table 1) that the concentrations are higher in CAM compared to feathers, suggesting that the 
maternal transfer of pollutants to embryo is predominant compared to the excretion through feathers and preen oil 
[15]. 
For Anas sp. and Larus argentatus it was possible to compare values in eggshells and feathers (Table 2). For 
Anas sp., the concentration is up to 10 times higher in eggshells, whilst for Larus argentatus, feathers display higher 
concentrations of organochlorine pesticides. A similar situation was registered by Becker and Sperveslage [39], who 
studied the level of a series of organochlorine pesticides in eggs and chicks from the same nest of Larus argentatus 
and found that the DDTs concentration is higher in the chicks than in the eggs. Rajeai et al. [40] report comparable 
values for all the parameters in Table 2 for mallard ducks from the coast of Caspian Sea. 
     Table 2. Comparative values of OCP in eggshells and feathers. Values are given in ng/g (wet weight). 
Anas sp. Eggshell Feathers Larus argentatus Eggshell Feathers 
DDE 124.5 11.5 DDE 7.9 12.9 
DDD 39.9 6.4 DDD 4.7 6.1 
DDT 87.6 16.0 DDT 13.8 18.7 
Gamma-HCH 27.0 6.4 Gamma-HCH 3.5 5.0 
ΣHCH 42.8 34.0 ΣHCH 3.6 7.4 
4. Conclusions 
Chemical analysis on eggshells and feathers of birds from the Lower Prut Floodplain Natural Park revealed the 
presence of organochlorine pesticides (DDT and its metabolites and HCH congeners). The DDE and DDT are the 
dominant compounds in all samples, despite ban on use of DDT in Romania more than 20 years ago. From the HCH 
congeners, only gamma isomer exhibits significant levels, its contribution to the sum of HCH isomers ranging 
between 50% and 98.83%. However, the levels of concentrations do not emphasise a more recent contamination of 
the aquatic ecosystems with organochlorine pesticides, but accumulation of obsolete residues from the period they 
were used on larger scale. Moreover, the level of halogenated compounds does not represent an immediate threat to 
biodiversity.  
The analysed samples confirm the usefulness of non-invasive sampling for biological monitoring purposes. Still, 
a larger number of samples should be obtained and correlations with pollutants concentration in other biological 
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samples (blood, tissues) should be performed in future studies. 
The comparison with the results of organochlorine pesticides quantification in bird samples from the Danube 
Delta led to the conclusion that the human insertion within the Lower Prut Floodplain is much more reduced 
compared to the input of pollutants that the Danube River brings from all over Europe within the Danube Delta. 
Acknowledgements  
This study was supported by the Romanian Ministry of Education, Research, Youth and Sport through the PNII 
project no. 32111/2008 and the European Commission – Environment Directorate through the LIFE Nature project 
LIFE05/NAT/RO 000155. 
References  
1. Ratcliffe DA. Decrease in eggshell weight in certain birds of prey. 1967. 
2. Arnot JA, Gobas F A. A review of bioconcentration factor (BCF) and bioaccumulation factor (BAF) assessments for organic chemicals in 
aquatic organisms, Environ Rev 2006;14:257-97. 
3. Fabre B, Roth E, Kergaravat O. Analysis of the insecticide hexachlorocyclohexane isomers in biological media. A review. Environ Chem Lett 
2005;3:122-6. 
4. Hellou J, Lebeuf M, Rudi M. Review on DDT and metabolites in birds and mammals of aquatic ecosystems. Environ Rev 2013;21:53-69. 
5. Borga K, Fisk AT, Hoekstra PE, Muir DC. Biological and chemical factors of importance in the bioaccumulation and trophic transfer of 
persistent organochlorine contaminants in Arctic marine food webs. Environ Toxicol Chem / SETAC 2004;23:2367-85. 
6. Burger J. Metals in avian feathers: bioindicators of environmental pollution. Rev Environ Toxicol 1993;5:203-311. 
7. Burger J, Gochfeld M. Marine birds as sentinels of environmental pollution. EcoHealth 2004;1:263-74. 
8. Carere C, Costantini D, Sorace A, Santucci D, Alleva E. Bird populations as sentinels of endocrine disrupting chemicals. Ann Ist Super Sanita 
2010;46:81-8. 
9. Kocagoz R, Onmus O, Onat I, Cagdas B, Siki M, Orhan H. Environmental and biological monitoring of persistent organic pollutants in 
waterbirds by non-invasive versus invasive sampling. Toxicol Lett 2014;230:208-17. 
10. Pepper CB, Rainwater TR, Platt SG, Dever JA, Anderson TA, McMurry ST. Organochlorine pesticides in chorioallantoic membranes of 
Morelet's crocodile eggs from Belize. J Wildl Dis 2004;40:493-500. 
11. Custer TW, Kannan K, Tao L, Yun SH, Trowbridge A. Perfluorinated compounds and polybrominated diphenyl ethers in great blue heron 
eggs from three colonies on the Mississippi River, Minnesota. Waterbirds 2010;33:86-95. 
12. Jaspers VL, Voorspoels S, Covaci A, Lepoint G, Eens M. Evaluation of the usefulness of bird feathers as a non-destructive biomonitoring 
tool for organic pollutants: a comparative and meta-analytical approach. Environ Int 2007;33:328-37. 
13. Velasco D, García-Llorente M, Alonso B, et al. Biodiversity conservation research challenges in the 21st century: A review of publishing 
trends in 2000 and 2011. Environ Sci  Policy 2015;54:90-6. 
14. Cobb GP, Bargar TA, Pepper CB, Norman DM, Houlis PD, Anderson TA. Using chorioallantoic membranes for non-lethal assessment of 
persistent organic pollutant exposure and effect in oviparous wildlife. Ecotoxicol 2003;12:31-45. 
15. Jaspers VL, Covaci A, Deleu P, Neels H, Eens M. Preen oil as the main source of external contamination with organic pollutants onto 
feathers of the common magpie (Pica pica). Environ Int 2008;34:741-8. 
16. Jaspers VL, Covaci A, Van den Steen E, Eens M. Is external contamination with organic pollutants important for concentrations measured in 
bird feathers? Environ Int 2007;33:766-72. 
17. Antonescu C, Mateescu C. Environmental pollution and its effects on honey quality. Rom Biotechnol Lett 2001;6:371-80. 
18. Dirtu AC, Cernat R, Dragan D, et al. Organohalogenated pollutants in human serum from Iassy, Romania and their relation with age and 
gender, Environ Int 2006;32:797-803. 
19. Matache M, Rozylowicz L, Hura C, Matache M. Organochlorine pesticides-a threat on the hermann’s tortoise perpetuation. Organohalog 
Compd 2006;68:728-31. 
20. Aurigi S, Focardi S, Hulea D, Renzoni A. Organochlorine contamination in bird's eggs from the Danube Delta. Environ Poll 2000;109:61-7. 
21. Covaci A, Gheorghe A, Hulea O, Schepens P. Levels and distribution of organochlorine pesticides, polychlorinated biphenyls and 
polybrominated diphenyl ethers in sediments and biota from the Danube Delta, Romania. Environ Poll 2006;140:136-49. 
22. Iojă CI, Săvulescu I. Favorabilităţi şi restrictivităţi de mediu în Parcul Natural Lunca Joasă a Prutului Inferior. Comunicări de Geografie. 
2007;11:565-70. 
23. Iojă CI, Pătroescu M, Rozylowicz L, et al. The efficacy of Romania’s protected areas network in conserving biodiversity. Biol  Conserv 
2010;143:2468-76. 
24. Arenal CA, Halbrook RS, Woodruff M. European starling (Sturnus vulgaris): avian model and monitor of polychlorinated biphenyl 
contamination at a Superfund site in southern Illinois, USA. Environ Toxicol Chem / SETAC 2004;23:93-104. 
25. Eens M, Jaspers VL, Van den Steen E, et al. Can starling eggs be useful as a biomonitoring tool to study organohalogenated contaminants on 
a worldwide scale? Environ Int 2013, 51, 141-149. 
26. Munoz-Arnanz J, Saez M, Aguirre JI,  et al. Predominance of BDE-209 and other higher brominated diphenyl ethers in eggs of white stork 
(Ciconia ciconia) colonies from Spain. Environ Int 2011;37:572-6. 
27. Garcia-Fernandez AJ, Espin S, Martinez-Lopez E. Feathers as a biomonitoring tool of polyhalogenated compounds: a review. Environ Sci 
Technol 2013;47:3028-43. 
58   Marius Lucian Matache et al. /  Procedia Environmental Sciences  32 ( 2016 )  49 – 58 
28. Tavares T, Beretta M, Costa M. Ratio of DDT/DDE in the All Saints Bay, Brazil and its use in environmental management. Chemosphere. 
1999;38:1445-52. 
29. Alleva E, Francia N, Pandolfi M, De Marinis AM, Chiarotti F, Santucci D. Organochlorine and heavy-metal contaminants in wild mammals 
and birds of Urbino-Pesaro Province, Italy: an analytic overview for potential bioindicators. Arch Environ Contam Toxicol 2006, 51, 123-134. 
30. Bouwman H, Polder A, Venter B, Skaare JU. Organochlorine contaminants in cormorant, darter, egret, and ibis eggs from South Africa, 
Chemosphere 2008;71:227-41. 
31. Dong Y, Wang H, An Q, Ruiz X,  Fasola M, Zhang Y. Residues of organochlorinated pesticides in eggs of water birds from Tai Lake in 
China. Environm Geochem Health. 2004;26:259-68. 
32. Naso B, Perrone D, Ferrante M, Zaccaroni A, Lucisano A. Persistent organochlorine pollutants in liver of birds of different trophic levels 
from coastal areas of Campania, Italy. Arch Environ Contam Toxicol 2003;45:407-14. 
33. Martijn A, Bakker H, Schreuder R. Soil persistence of DDT, dieldrin, and lindane over a long period. Bull Environ Contam Toxicol 
1993;51:178-84. 
34. Blus L. Organochlorine pesticides. In: Hoffman D J, Rattner B.A, Burton Jr GA, Cairns Jr J, editors. Handbook of Ecotoxicology. Boca 
Raton: CRC Press LLC; 2003. p. 313-341. 
35. Reynolds K, Skipper S, Cobb G, McMurry S. Relationship between DDE concentrations and laying sequence in eggs of two passerine 
species. Arch Environ Contam Toxicol 2004;47:396-401. 
36. Harris ML, Wilson LK, Elliott JE. An assessment of PCBs and OC pesticides in eggs of double-crested (Phalacrocorax auritus) and pelagic 
(P. pelagicus) cormorants from the west coast of Canada, 1970 to 2002. Ecotoxicol 2005;14:607-25. 
37. Prosser P, Hart A. Assessing potential exposure of birds to pesticide-treated seeds. Ecotoxicol 2005;14:679-91. 
38. de la Casa-Resino I, Hernandez-Moreno D, Castellano A, Perez-Lopez M, Soler F. Chlorinated pollutants in blood of White stork nestlings 
(Ciconia ciconia) in different colonies in Spain. Chemosphere. 2015;118:367-72. 
39. Becker PH, Sperveslage H. Organochlorines and heavy metals in herring gull (Larus argentatus) eggs and chicks from the same clutch. Bull 
Environ Contam Toxicol 1989;42:721-7. 
40. Rajaei F, Sari AE, Bahramifar N, Savabieasfahani M, Ghasempouri M. Persistent organic pollutants in muscle and feather of ten avian 
species from Mazandaran Province of Iran, on the coast of the Caspian Sea. Bull Environ Contam Toxicol 2011;87:678-83. 
